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I Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 December 2007 . 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application 
after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has 
been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed 
on 12/05/07 has been entered. 

Claims 1 , 9, 33, 42 and 49 have been amended. However, the limitations 
of the amended claims have not been found to be patentable over prior 
art of record; therefore, claims 1, 4, 9, 12, 22, 27, 29-40, 42-45 and 47- 
49 remain rejected under the same ground of rejection as set forth in the 
Office Action mailed (07/05/07). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner 
presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
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owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 
CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order 
for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and 
potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1, 9, 22, 27, 29, 31, 33-40, 42-45 and 47-49 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Henckel et al. [US. 
5,463,725] in view of Microsoft PowerPoint 97 "Hutchinson". 

As to claims 1 and 9, Henckel et al. discloses a computer implemented 
method and corresponding apparatus for displaying at least a portion of 
the electronic document to the user as an immersive reading page* the 
immersive reading page having the visual characteristics (text, title of the 
page or page number) of a printed paper (figures 1-4, column 2, lines 12- 
66); associating navigational functionality with an interactive region of the 
immersive reading page (figure 1 , the interactive region associates with 
page numbers 102,103) (Henckel et al. cite "In order to "turn the page" 
of the displayed book, the user touches the screen with his hand or a 
pointing device, and moves it across the screen." on page 1 , lines 51-55. 
The step of "turn the page" reads as a navigational functionality of the 
claimed invention), wherein a page number of the immersive reading 
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page is displayed in the interactive region and the navigational 
functionality comprises displaying another immersive reading page of the 
electronic documents (figure 1, the interactive region associates with 
page numbers 102,103), (Henckel et al. cite "In order to turn this page, 
the user touches the display device 10 somewhere on page 103.... Any 
other location on the face of page 103 would be suitable", on page 2, 
lines 51-56. The interactive region could be any where on an entire page 
of the displayed book); carrying out the navigational functionality in order 
to display another immersive reading page of the electronic document, 
the navigational functionality being carried out in response to the user 
selecting the touch-sensitive display at the interactive region 
corresponding to the page number of the immersive reading page 
(Henckel et al. cite "the user then drags his hand to the left, across the 
face of the display device 1 0, and a graphic of a turning page 28 moves 
with it. Thus, as the user "swipes" his hand from right to left across the 
surface of the display screen 10 a graphical depiction of a page turning is 
shown" on page 2, lines 58-62), wherein the navigational functionality 
associated with the page number is transparent to the user prior to the 
user selecting the touch sensitive display at the interactive region 
corresponding to the page number of the immersive reading page 
(Henckel et al. cite "A tuning page graphic 28 is displayed part way 
through this process of turning a page. In order to turn this page, the 
user touches the display device 10 somewhere on page 103" on page 2, 
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lines 50-65. Before the user swipes his hand from right to left across the 
surface of the display screen, the user could be able to see the page 
number of the immersive pages because it is transparent to the user). 
Henckel fails to clearly teach the interactive region spanning only a 
portion of the immersive page. Hutchinson teaches the feature at (page 
1, left button and right button represent a portion of the page) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made, to combine the teaching of Hutchinson with 
Henckel's teachings. Motivation would have been to provide an 
enhanced touch-sensitive display of electronic book. 
While Hutchinson teaches the interactive region spanning only a portion 
of the immersive page, Henckel in view of Hutchinson do not teach or 
suggest the feature of "tapping". While Henckel teaches the feature of 
"Swapping", official notice is taken that tapping the interactive region was 
well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine the teaching of 
'Hutchinson with Henckel's teachings. Motivation would have been for the 
ease and speed of browsing step. 

As to claims 22 and 27, Henckel et al. teach the electronic document 
being a book in electronic form and the immersive reading page has the 
visual characteristics of a printed paper page of a book (text, title of the 
page or page number) of a printed paper (figures 1-4, column 2, lines 12- 
66); 
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As to claims 29 and 31, Henckel et al. fail to clearly teach displaying 
only one immersive reading page at a time. However, Hutchinson 
teaches the feature at figure 1 . It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, to combine displaying only one reading page at a 
time with Henckel's electronic book. Motivation of the combination would 
have been to make text bigger and easier to read. 
As to claims 33-34, Henckel et al. discloses a computer implemented 
method and corresponding apparatus for displaying at least a portion of 
the electronic document to the user as an immersive reading page, the 
immersive reading page having the visual characteristics of a printed 
paper (text, title of the page or page number) of a printed paper (figures 
1-4, column 2, lines 12-66); associating navigational functionality with an 
interactive region of the immersive reading page, wherein an element 
(figure 1, page number 102-103) of the immersive reading page is 
displayed in the interactive region (figure 1, page number 102-103), 
(Henckel et al. cite "In order to "turn the page" of the displayed book, the 
user touches the screen with his hand or a pointing device, and moves it 
across the screen." on page 1 , lines 51-55. The step of "turn the page" 
reads as a navigational functionality of the claimed invention), the page 
number having a corresponding interactive region (Henckel et al. cite "In 
order to turn this page, the user touches the display device 10 
somewhere on page 103... .Any other location on the face of page 103 
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would be suitable", on page 2, lines 51-56. The interactive region could 
be any where on an entire page of the displayed book); 
displaying another immersive reading page of the electronic document in 
response to the user selecting the interactive region corresponding to the 
element of the immersive reading page (Henckel et al. cite "the user then 
drags his hand to the left, across the face of the display device 10, and a 
graphic of a turning page 28 moves with it. Thus, as the user "swipes" his 
hand from right to left across the surface of the display screen 10 a 
graphical depiction of a page turning is shown" on page 2, lines 58-62), 
wherein the navigational functionality associated with the page number is 
transparent to the user prior to the user selecting the interactive region 
corresponding to the element of the immersive reading page (Henckel et 
al. cite "A tuning page graphic 28 is displayed part way through this 
process of turning a page. In order to turn this page, the user touches the 
display device 10 somewhere on page 103" on page 2, lines 50-65. 
Before the user swipes his hand from right to left across the surface of 
the display screen, the user could not see the navigational functionality 
because it is transparent to the user). 

Henckel fails to clearly teach the interactive region spans only a portion 
of the immersive page. Henckel also fails to teach the feature of "tapping 
the interactive region". However, Hutchinson teaches the interactive 
region spans only a portion of the immersive page (Hutchinson, figure 1); 
the feature of "tapping the interactive region" by the user (figure 3). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made, to combine the teaching of Hutchinson with 
Henckel's teachings. Motivation would have been to provide a 
convenient GUI. 

As to claims 35, 37 and 39, Henckel et al. show associating additional 
functionality with a second interactive region of the immersive reading 
page, wherein an element different than the page number is displayed in 
the second interactive region, a, and additional functionality is different 
from the navigation functionality associated with the interactive region in 
which the page number is dispayed (page 1 , lines 51-55 and page 2, 
lines 51-56; the other element which is different than the page number is 
the title of the page or the text of the page. The title and text could be 
placed on the top of each page). 

As to claim 36, 38 and 40, Henckel et al. teach the element being the 
title of the page. The user can select any region on the entire page 102 
including the region associated with the book title. 
As to claims 42 and 49, while Henckel et al. teach the page number 
(figure 1, page number 102-103), Hutchinson shows the interactive 
region including an area to the right of the navigational functionality and 
an area to the left of the navigational functionality and it shows the step 
of displaying a previous page of the electronic document in response to 
the user tapping the display area to the left and displaying a subsequent 
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page of the electronic document in response to the user tapping the 
display area to the right (figure 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made, to combine the teaching of Hutchinson with 
Henckel's teachings. Motivation would have been to provide a 
convenient GUI. 

As to claims 43-45 and 47-48, while Henckel shows the page number 
(page number 103), Hutchinson shows the interactive region constitutes 
the navigation button (figure 1). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine 
the teaching of Hutchinson with Henckel's teachings. Motivation would 
have been to provide a convenient GUI. 

Claims 4, 12, 30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable Henckel et al. [US. 5,463,725] in view of Microsoft 
PowerPoint 97 "Hutchinson" and further in view of Ho [US. 6,407,757]. 

As to claims 4 and 12, Henckel et al. in view of Hutchinson fail to clearly 
teach the step of invoking a training mode. However, in the same field of 
the invention, the claimed limitation is disclosed by Ho, column 4, lines 
35-47. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made, to combine Ho's teaching with the 
teaching of Henckel in view of Hutchinson of the immersive reading 
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page. Motivation of the combination would have been to provide users 
help to understand a book content. 

As to claims 30 and 32, Henckel et al. in view of Hutchinson fail to 
clearly teach the association to the user by providing audio indicators. 
However, in the same field of the invention, the claimed limitation is 
disclosed by Ho, column 4, lines 35-47. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to 
combine Ho's teaching with the teaching of Henckel in view of 
Hutchinson of the immersive reading page. Motivation of combining 
would have been to alert users when turning page. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant has argued that Hutchinson fails to teach or suggest Tapping. 
However, while Henckel teaches the feature of "Swapping", official notice 
is taken that tapping the interactive region was well known in the art. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine the teaching of Hutchinson with 
Henckel's teachings. Motivation would have been for the ease and speed 
of browsing step. 

Applicant also argued Hutchinson's buttons are not transparent to user. 
However, the examiner relied on Henckel to teach this limitation. 
Henckel et al. cite "A tuning page graphic 28 is displayed part way 
through this process of turning a page. In order to turn this page, the 
user touches the display device 10 somewhere on page 103" on page 2, 
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lines 50-65. Before the user swipes his hand from right to left across the 
surface of the display screen, the user could be able to see the page 
number of the immersive pages because it is transparent to the user. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to 
combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can 
only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior 
art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In this case, the examiner respectfully disagrees because both of 
the references disclose the same field of invention . These references 
disclose a method for editing and formatting data in a document 
including displaying a list of selectable features. 
Henckel teaches the navigational functionality comprising displaying 
another immersive reading page of the electronic document, while 
Hutchinson teaches the step of "interactive region". 

Moreover, in view of the guidance provided by the Supreme Court 
in KSR decision, a patent claim is prima facie obvious if "some 
motivation or suggestion to combine the prior art teachings" can be found 
in the prior art, the nature of the problem, or the knowledge of a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art. See the recent Board decision EX parte 
Smith, -USPQ2d--, slip op. at 20, (Bd. Pat. App. & Interf. June 25, 2007 
(citing KSR, 82 USPQ2d at 1396) (available at 
<http://www.uspto.aov/web/offices/dcom/bpai/prec/fd071925.pdf> ). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 
3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Weilun Lo, can be reached at 571-272-4847. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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